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found agamst the m’rmduchon of such a system. But in
defiance of the clear understanding of the WhGLe country,

and in violation of the principles of } justice and d good faith,
that part of the act above mentioned W which required that
the duties should be red educed in three yeam to 20 per cent
was repealed, andab broad foundation thus laid, for th\, per-
manent estaoushmem of the protecting system. This sys-
tem has been stiil further emeudeﬂ and fortified by the
several successive acts of 1820, 1824, and 1828 until by
the passing of the act of 1832 (to take effect after the dis-
charge of the public debt) it has become incor rpotated into
our political system, as {he “SETTLED POLICY OF THE
country.” We have not deemed it necessary, in tracing
the origin and progress of this system to go further back
than the commercial restrictions which . preceded the late
war:—for whatever theoretical opinions may have been ex-
pressed by Alexander Hamilton and others in relation to
it; atan earlier period, it can anot be denied that po duties
were actually 1mposed beyond those deemed mdispn“sable
. for the public exigencies, ond that prior to the year 1816
no protection whatever was actually extended to “manufac-
tures, beyond what was strietly. incidental to a system for
revenue. The. dzscmmmatzon between the protecied and
unprotected articles now contended for as the very corn
stone of the protecting system, was -s0.far from being es
iabhs‘*-“d by that act, that the highest duties-were actually
imposed on the very artlcles now admltted duty free, while
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our domestic fabrics were subjeeted to 2 Lower rate of
dut‘,’, r_‘_ho h'nﬂ) then 11nouest10nably 1S, ihai e l}.lUtCCt'
ing policy according to the principles noW CORtended ivh
was never introduced into this country until the period we
have mentioned, when it erept insidiously into the legisl®
{ion of Congress in the manner. 2bove described. “This
will be made abundantly manifest to every one who Wi
take the pains to trace the progress of the duties from 71

per cent in 1760,—up to 25 per cent in 1816;—40 perct
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in 1824, and Rn__en and even 100 per cent In 1823 ant
«* 1

1832, and who will merely examine the manner In Wil
ﬂlC‘bL duties were adjusted in the various acts here r cferred
to. As caxly as 1820,—so scon indeed as the capitalists who
had rched upon the powers of the Federal Gov ernment e
nluaumz,ﬁ}o 1" ‘\&H\ m tgtﬁlc {’1\ {'\L}J{“’hq b leo‘mv)izq.. '{
gan to look forward to its eventual uhbh\hment as the set

tled policy of the couniry—they clearly perceived that i
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